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must abandon the dictum of the Versailles Treaty that
Germany and her allies were solely responsible. It was a
dictum exacted by victors from vanquished, under the influ-
ence of the blindness, ignorance, hatred, and the propagan-
dist misconceptions to which war had given rise. It was
based on evidence which was incomplete and not always
sound.1 It is generally recognized* by the best historical
scholars in all countries to be no longer tenable or defen-
sible. They are agreed that the responsibility for the War
is a divided responsibility. But they still disagree very
much as to the relative part of this responsibility that falls
on each country and on each individual political or military
leader.
Some writers like to fix positively in some precise mathe-
matical fashion the exact responsibility for the war. This
was done in one way by the framers of Article 231 of the
Treaty of Versailles. It has been done in other ways by
those who would fix the responsibility in some relative
fashion, as, for instance, Austria first, then Russia, France
and Germany and England. But the present writer depre-
cates such efforts to assess by a precise formula a very com-
plicated question, which is after all more a matter of
delicate shading than of definite white and black. Over-
simplification, as Napoleon once said in framing his Code, is
the enemy of precision. Moreover, even supposing that a
general consensus of opinion might be reached as to the
relative responsibility of any individual country or man for
immediate causes connected with the July crisis of 1914,
it is by no means necessarily true that the same relative
responsibility would hold for the underlying causes, which
i For a recent analysis of the evidence laid before the Commission on
Responsibility for the War at the Paris Peace Conference, and the un-
tenability of the conclusions based upon it, see. A. von Wegerer, "Die
Wiederlegung der Versailles Kriegsschuldthese," in Die Kriegsschuldfrage,
VI, 1-77, Jan., 1928; also his article, with replies to it, in Current History,
Aug., 1928, pp. 810-828.